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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 



The real party in interest is IPR Licensing, Inc., 300 Delaware Avenue, Suite 527, 
Wilmington, Delaware 19801. On information and belief: 

a) EPR Licensing, Inc. was assigned the entire right, title and interest in the 
subject application by virtue of an Assignment from InterDigital Patent 
Corporation, 300 Delaware Avenue, Suite 527, Wilmington, Delaware 
19801 recorded on March 10, 2004 at Reel 014420, Frames 0435-0447; 

b) InterDigital Patent Corporation was assigned the entire right, title and 
interest in the subject application by virtue of an Assignment from 
InterDigital Acquisition Corp., 300 Delaware Avenue, Suite 527, 
Wilmington, Delaware 19801 recorded on February 26, 2004 at Reel 
015000, Frames 0577-0584; 

c) InterDigital Acquisition Corp. was assigned the entire right, title and 
interest in the subject application by virtue of an Assignment from Tantivy 
Communications, Inc., 1450 S Babcock Street, Melbourne, Florida 32901 
recorded on February 26, 2004 at Reel 015000, Frames 0141-0152; and 

d) Tantivy Communications, Inc. was assigned the entire right, title and 
interest in the subject application by virtue of an Assignment from the 
inventors recorded on May 18, 2001 at Reel 01 1827, Frames 0243-0246. 

As the attached report (Exhibit A) from the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office's Patent 
Application Information and Retrieval (PAIR) system, there may be other interests, such 
as security interests, that may or may not have been released. 

EL RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Appellants, the undersigned Attorney, and Assignee are not aware of any related 
appeals or interferences which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a 
bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 



HL STATUS OF CLAIMS 



Claims 1-31 remain in the application. Claims 1-31 are being appealed by way of 
this Appeal Brief. A copy of the claims appears in the Claims Appendix, Section VM, of 
this Appeal Brief. Claims 1, 13, 25, 28, and 29 were amended in the Amendment filed on 
August 4, 2004. Claims 1, 13, 25, and 28 were amended in the Amendment filed on 
February 10, 2005. Claims 1, 25, and 28 were amended in the Amendment filed on 
October 19, 2005. 

IV, STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No Amendments have been filed subsequent to the Final Rejection. However, 
Appellants conducted a telephone interview with Examiner Phillips on March 6, 2006. 
During the interview, Appellants' counsel discussed in detail why the present invention is 
different from the cited references and that there is no teaching or suggestion of the 
claimed invention. Specifically, Appellants' counsel discussed a limitation of claim 1 
("enable or disable a compression process adapted to compress protocol data units in an 
adaptive manner"), and other pending independent claims, that is neither taught nor 
suggested in the cited references. Examiner Phillips respectfully disagreed in an Advisory 
Action mailed on March 13, 2006. 

In addition to the telephone interview, Appellants submitted a Pre-Appeal Brief 
Request for Review on April 11, 2006. A Pre-Appeal Brief conference was conducted and 
the panel respectfully disagreed in a Notice of Panel Decision from Pre-Appeal Brief 
Review mailed on May 30, 2006. 

V, SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 
A. Claim 1 

A method of the present invention provides a data communication network 
supporting data compression. Compression efficiency is optimized by filtering protocol- 
specific header and control information of a protocol data unit (PDU) to determine 
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compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit. Based on the result of the 
filtering, the state of data link compression is selected for the protocol data unit in a 
manner optimizing compression efficiency. 

A filter performing the filtering may access a table having entries with specific 
media types deemed compression limited and associate individual PDUs to a specific 
media type. When associating the individual PDUs, the filter typically determines if a 
given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU and, if so, assigns the same state 
of data link compression for the given PDU as for the previously filtered PDU. To 
determine whether the given PDU is associated with the previously filtered PDU, the filter 
may access a table including information of previously filtered PDUs. 1 

The protocol data unit (PDU) contains data that is generally compressible. A 
protocol filter sets a state variable to "enable," which enables a compressor to compress 
the data in the PDU. If the PDU contains data that is not generally compressible, the 
protocol filter sets the state variable to "disable," which disables the compressor from 
attempting to compress the PDU. 2 

B. Claim 13 

An apparatus of the present invention provides a data communication network 
supporting data compression. Compression efficiency is optimized by filtering protocol- 
specific header and control information of a protocol data unit (PDU) to determine 
compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit. Based on the result of the 
filtering, the state of data link compression is selected for the protocol data unit in a 
manner optimizing compression efficiency. 

A filter performing the filtering may access a table having entries with specific 
media types deemed compression limited and associate individual PDUs to a specific 
media type. When associating the individual PDUs, the filter typically determines if a 
given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU and, if so, assigns the same state 



1 See Specification, page 3, lines 6-20. 
2 See Specification, page 13, lines 6-10. 
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of data link compression for the given PDU as for the previously filtered PDU. To 
determine whether the given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU, the filter 
may access a table including information of previously filtered PDUs, 3 

The protocol data unit (PDU) contains data that is generally compressible. A 
protocol filter sets a state variable to "enable," which enables a compressor to compress 
the data in the PDU. If the PDU contains data that is not generally compressible, the 
protocol filter sets the state variable to "disable," which disables the compressor from 
attempting to compress the PDU. 4 

C. Claim 25 

A computer-readable medium of the present invention provides a data 
communication network supporting data compression. Compression efficiency is 
optimized by filtering protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol data 
unit (PDU) to determine compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit. Based 
on the result of the filtering, the state of data link compression is selected for the protocol 
data unit in a manner optimizing compression efficiency. 

A filter performing the filtering may access a table having entries with specific 
media types deemed compression limited and associate individual PDUs to a specific 
media type. When associating the individual PDUs, the filter typically determines if a 
given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU and, if so, assigns the same state 
of data link compression for the given PDU as for the previously filtered PDU. To 
determine whether the given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU, the filter 
may access a table including information of previously filtered PDUs. 5 

The protocol data unit (PDU) contains data that is generally compressible. A 
protocol filter sets a state variable to "enable," which enables a compressor to compress 
the data in the PDU. If the PDU contains data that is not generally compressible, the 



3 See Specification, page 3, lines 6-20. 
4 See Specification, page 13, lines 6-10. 
5 See Specification, page 3, lines 6-20. 
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protocol filter sets the state variable to "disable ," which disables the compressor from 
attempting to compress the PDU. 6 

D. Claim 28 

An apparatus of the present invention provides a data communication network 
supporting data compression. Compression efficiency is optimized by filtering protocol- 
specific header and control information of a protocol data unit (PDU) to determine 
compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit. Based on the result of the 
filtering, the state of data link compression is selected for the protocol data unit in a 
manner optimizing compression efficiency. 

A filter performing the filtering may access a table having entries with specific 
media types deemed compression limited and associate individual PDUs to a specific 
media type. When associating the individual PDUs, the filter typically determines if a 
given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU and, if so, assigns the same state 
of data link compression for the given PDU as for the previously filtered PDU. To 
determine whether the given PDU is associated with a previously filtered PDU, the filter 
may access a table including information of previously filtered PDUs. 7 

The protocol data unit (PDU) contains data that is generally compressible. A 
protocol filter sets a state variable to "enable," which enables a compressor to compress 
the data in the PDU. If the PDU contains data that is not generally compressible, the 
protocol filter sets the state variable to "disable," which disables the compressor from 
attempting to compress the PDU. 8 

E. Claim 29 

The adaptive compression enables a subordinate protocol layer to be aware of the 
compressibility of the protocol data units (PDUs) of the higher protocol layer it carries. 

6 See Specification, page 13, lines 6-10. 
7 See Specification, page 3, lines 6-20. 
B See Specification, page 13, lines 6-10. 
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So, without changes to the higher protocol layer or the compression algorithm of the 
subordinate layer, the subordinate protocol layer improves efficiency of its compression, 
thereby enabling greater throughput on the connection to which the adaptive compression 
is applied. 9 

VL GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

As a concise statement of the grounds for appeal, Appellants state that Claims 1-31 
stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) in the present Final Office Action mailed on January 
9, 2006, with the Examiner finding the claims to be unpatentable over Gillon et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,838,927) hereinafter "Gillon" in view of Christensen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,555,377) hereinafter "Christensen." 

VH ARGUMENT 

Group I: Claims 1-31 

The claims in Group I stand or fall together. 

A. The Rejection 

Claims 1-31 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a), with the Examiner finding the 
claims to be unpatentable over Gillon in view of Christensen. 

B. The Gillon Patent 

Gillon provides a system having a continuously running compression stream. The 
continuously running compression stream receives data when a compression unit, in 
communication with the continuously running compression stream, detects a data packet 
with a content header indicating that data is compressible. 10 As illustrated in FIG. 4B of 
Gillon, compression occurs continuously, and not simply at times tl, t2, t3 and t4. That is, 
data begins compressing at time tO as soon as the compression unit determines that the 
data is compressible. Data continues to be compressed at and between times tO, tl, t2, t3, 



9 See Specification, page 7, lines 4-10. 

10 See Gillon, Col. 5, lines 52-56. 
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and t4. By continuously running the compression stream, Gillon is able to avoid inherent 
latency in data transmission. 1 1 

C. The Christensen Patent 

Christensen provides a system that enables compression based on a predetermined 
threshold of network activity. 12 Once the predetermined threshold of network activity has 
been exceeded, an interrupt is sent to a protocol stack. 13 The protocol stack then enables 
compression as a result of the increased network activity. In this way, Christensen enables 
compression based on network activity. 14 

D. Claims 1-31 are Non-obvious 

Appellants respectfully submit that a combination of Gillon and Christensen does 
not meet basic requirements of prima facie case of obviousness for claims 1-31. To 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. First, there 
must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify the reference or 
to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of success. 
Finally, the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the 
claim limitations. 15 

MPEP 2143.01 sets forth multiple tests regarding suggestion or motivation to 
modify references, including: (a) the prior art must suggest the desirability of the claimed 
invention, (b) where the teachings of the prior art conflict, the examiner must weigh the 
suggestive power of each reference, (c) fact that references can be combined or modified is 
not sufficient to establish prima facie obviousness, (d) fact that the claimed invention is 



11 See Gillon, Col. 6, lines 26-37. 

12 See Christensen, Col. 4, lines 52-54. 

13 See Christensen, Col. 4, lines 52-60. 

14 See Christensen, Col. 5, lines 29-33. 

15 See MPEP 2143. 
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within the capabilities of one of ordinary skill in the art is not sufficient by itself to 
establish prima facie obviousness, (e) the proposed modification cannot render the prior 
art unsatisfactory for its intended purpose, and (f) the proposed modification cannot 
change the principle of operation of a reference. 16 The letters (a)-(f) associated with the 
tests are not found in MPEP 2143.01, but they are used herein for reference purposes. 
Each of the lettered reasons will be addressed in turn below. 

With regard to test (a) ("prior art must suggest the desirability of the claimed 
invention"), neither Gillon nor Christensen suggests the desirability for optimizing data 
compression by enabling or disabling a compression process. Gillon teaches away from 
such a technique, evidenced by disclosure of a continuous compression process 17 , and 
Christensen enables/disables compression as a result of exceeding a threshold of network 
activity (i.e., Christensen's enabling/disabling does not optimize compression); instead, 
enabling compression occurs only when network activity is high and compression would 
relieve roadblocks to communication. 18 Thus, neither reference alone or in combination, 
suggests desirability for optimizing data compression by enabling or disabling a 
compression process. 

With regard to test (b) ("where the teachings of the prior art conflict, the examiner 
must weigh the suggestive power of each reference"), Gillon' s continuously running 
compression process conflicts with Christensen's compression process, which can be 
enabled and disabled. Therefore, the suggestive power of each reference must be weighed. 
Since Christensen is only being used to show that, "'selectively controlling a state of a 
compression algorithm' was known at the time of the invention," as stated in part 20 of the 
present Final Office Action on page 8, Appellants respectfully submit that Gillon's 
continuously running compression process weighs more heavily. Thus, for reasons 
presented above with respect to the term "continuous," the combination of Gillon and 
Christensen fails test (b). 



16 See MPEP, 2143.01. 

17 See Gillon, Col. 6, lines 26-37. 

18 See Christensen, Col. 4, lines 52-54; col. 2, lines 16-18. 
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With regard to test (c) ("fact that references can be combined or modified is not 
sufficient to establish prima facie obviousness"), Appellants submit that this is the case in 
terms of combining Gillon and Christensen; therefore, test (c) fails. 

With regard to test (d) ("fact that the claimed invention is within the capabilities of 
one of ordinary skill in the art is not sufficient by itself to establish prima facie 
obviousness"), Appellants again respectfully submit that this is the case in terms of 
combining Gillon and Christensen; therefore, test (d) fails. 

With regard to test (e) ("the proposed modification cannot render the prior art 
unsatisfactory for its intended purpose") and test (f) ("the proposed modification cannot 
change the principle of operation of a reference"), Appellants respectfully submit the 
following. 

Combining the enabling and disabling compression process disclosed by 
Christensen 19 and the continuously running compression stream of Gillon changes the 
basic operation of the system disclosed by Gillon. Such a combination would also cause 
the Gillon system to fail for its particular purpose, as it would add inherent latency in data 
transmission. Moreover, such a combination would require modification of the Gillon 
system beyond simply replacing its compression process with a compression process that 
can be enabled and disabled. In particular, (i) Gillon' s continuously running compression 
stream would have to be modified to be discontinuous to account for non-compressible 
protocol data packets being added to the compression stream of Fig. 4B of Gillon (change 
in basic operation), (ii) Gillon discloses that only compressible protocol data packets are 
added to the compression stream (change in basic operation) 20 , (iii) allowing the Gillon 
continuous compression process to be enabled and disabled would add inherent latency to 
the data transmission (failure for its particular purpose), and (iv) a process that associates 
states of compression would have to be added to the Gillon system in addition to the 
Christensen enabled/disabled compressor (modification). 

Therefore, Appellants respectfully submit that tests (e) and (f) fail. 



*See Christensen, Figure 5. 
] See Gillon, Col. 5, lines 52-56. 
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Because MPEP 2143.01, tests (a)-(f) as presented above, fail, Appellants 
respectfully submit that the combination of Gillon and Christensen fails to achieve the 
basic requirements of a prima facie case of obviousness. Accordingly, Appellants 
respectfully submit that the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) should be 
withdrawn. 

Independent claims 13, 25, 28, and 29 of Group I include similar limitations as 
claim 1 and should be allowable for similar reasons as described above. 

Appellants respectively submit that all the remaining claims in the application are 
in condition for allowance based on their dependency on independent claims 1,13, 25, 28, 
and 29. 
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In view of the foregoing, Appellants respectfully request the Board to rule in favor 
of a withdrawal of the rejection of Claims 1-31 (Group I) under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) and 
recommend the application be allowed to pass to issue. 



Respectfully submitted, 

HAMILTON, BROOK, SMITH & REYNOLDS, P.C. 



By If J % 
Mark B. Solomon 
Registration No. 44,348 
Telephone: (978) 341-0036 
Facsimile: (978) 341-0136 



Concord, MA 01742-9133 
Date: 7//o/o<e 
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Vm. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

In a data communication network supporting data compression, a method for optimizing 
compression efficiency, comprising: 

filtering protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol data unit 
(PDU) to determine compressibility of the contents of said protocol data unit; 

based on the result of said filtering, selecting a state of data link compression for 
said protocol data unit to optimize compression efficiency; and 

associating the selected state of data link compression with the protocol data unit to 
enable or disable a compression process adapted to compress protocol data units in an 
adaptive manner. 

The method as claimed in Claim 1, further including compressing the contents of the 
protocol data unit as a function of the state of data link compression. 

The method as claimed in Claim 2, wherein compressing the contents of the protocol data 
unit includes applying an indication in or with the compressed protocol data unit to 
indicate whether the contents of the protocol data unit have been compressed. 

The method as claimed in Claim 3, further including decompressing the compressed 
contents of the protocol data unit. 

The method as claimed in Claim 4, wherein, based on the indication of whether the 
contents of the protocol data unit have been compressed, decompressing the compressed 
contents of the protocol data unit is performed in a manner previously negotiated. 

The method as claimed in Claim 1 , further including accessing a table having entries with 
specific media types deemed compression limited. 

The method as claimed in Claim 1, wherein filtering includes associating individual 
protocol data units to a specific media type. 
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8. The method as claimed in Claim 7, wherein associating includes determining if a given 
protocol data unit is associated with a previously filtered protocol data unit and, if so, 
assigning the same state of data link compression for the given protocol data unit as for the 
previously filtered protocol data unit. 

9. The method as claimed in Claim 8, wherein determining includes accessing a table 
including information of previously filtered protocol data units. 

10. The method as claimed in Claim 1, wherein selecting the state of the data link 
compression includes disabling the data link compression if the compressibility of the 
contents of the protocol data unit is determined to be low. 

1 1 . The method as claimed in Claim 1, wherein selecting the state of the data link 
compression includes enabling the data link compression if the compressibility of the 
contents of the protocol data unit is determined to be high. 

12. The method as claimed in Claim 1, further including initializing a table used by the data 
link compression with data patterns expected to be contained in the content of said 
protocol data unit. 

13. In a data communication network supporting data compression, an apparatus for 
optimizing compression efficiency, comprising: 

a filter of protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol data unit 
(PDU) to determine compressibility of the contents of said protocol data unit; and 

a selector coupled to the output of the filter to (i) select a state of data link 
compression for the protocol data unit to optimize compression efficiency and (ii) to 
associate the selected state of data link compression with the protocol data unit to enable 
or disable a compressor adapted to compress protocol data units in an adaptive manner. 
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14. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 13, further including a compressor responsive to the 
state of data link compression to compress the contents of the protocol data unit. 

15. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 14, wherein the compressor includes an indication in or 
with the compressed protocol data unit to indicate whether the contents of the protocol 
data unit have been compressed. 

16. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 15, further including a decompressor to decompress the 
compressed contents of the protocol data unit. 

17. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 16, wherein, based on the indication of whether the 
contents of the protocol data unit have been compressed, the decompressor decompresses 
the contents of the protocol data unit in a manner previously negotiated with the 
compressor. 

18. The apparatus according to Claim 13, wherein the selector includes a table having entries 
with specific media types deemed compression limited. 

19. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 13, wherein the filter further associates individual 
protocol data units to a specific media type. 

20. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 19, wherein the filter further includes a tracking unit to 
determine if a given protocol data unit is associated with a previously filtered protocol data 
unit and, if so, assigns the same state of data link compression for the given protocol data 
unit as for the previously filtered protocol data unit. 

21. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 20, wherein the filter further includes a table having 
information of previously filtered protocol data units. 
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22. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 13, wherein the selector disables the data link 
compression if the compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit is determined 
to be low. 

23. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 13, wherein the selector enables the data link 
compression if the compressibility of the contents of the protocol data unit is determined 
to be high. 

24. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 13, further including an initialization unit to initialize a 
table used by the data link compression with data patterns expected to be contained in the 
content of said protocol data unit. 

25. In a data communication network supporting data compression, an apparatus for 
optimizing compression efficiency, comprising: 

means for filtering protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol 
data unit to determine compressibility of the contents of said protocol data units; 

based on the results of said filtering, means for selecting a state of data link 
compression for said protocol data unit to optimize compression efficiency; and 

means for associating the selected state of data link compression with the protocol 
data unit to enable or disable a compression process adapted to compress protocol data 
units in an adaptive manner. 

26. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 25, further including means for compressing the 
contents of the protocol data unit based on the state of data link compression. 

27. The apparatus as claimed in Claim 26, further including means for decompressing the 
contents of the protocol data unit in a manner previously negotiated with the compressor. 

28. A computer-readable medium having stored thereon sequences of instructions, the 
sequences of instructions including instructions, when executed by a processor, causes the 
processor to perform: 
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filtering protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol data unit to 
determine compressibility of the contents of said protocol data unit; 

based on the results of said filtering, selecting a state of data link compression for 
said protocol data unit to optimize compression efficiency; and 

associating the selected state of data link compression with the protocol data unit to 
enable or disable a compression process adapted to compress protocol data units in an 
adaptive manner. 

29. In a data communication network supporting data compression, a method for optimizing 
compression efficiency, comprising: 

without changes to a subordinate protocol layer or changes to the higher protocol 
layers it carries, selectively controlling a state of a compression algorithm based on a 
protocol-specific header and control information of a protocol data unit to determine 
compressibility for compressing data transported by protocol data units across a 
connection in the data communication network to optimize the compression efficiency. 

30. The method as claimed in Claim 29, wherein selectively controlling the state of the 
compression algorithm enables or disables the compression algorithm. 

3 1 . The method as claimed in Claim 29, wherein selectively controlling the state of the 
compression algorithm includes analyzing protocol-specific header and control 
information of the protocol data units of the higher protocol layers. 
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NONE 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



NONE 
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Assignee: 



Correspondent: 



TANTIVY COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

1450 S BABCOCK STREET 

MELBOURNE, FLORIDA 32901 

SILICON VALLEY BANK 

3003 TASMAN DR. 

LOAN DOCUMENTATION HA155 

SANTA CLARA, CA 95054 



Assignment: 6 
Reel/Frame; 
Conveyance: 
Assignor; 
Assignee; 



014289 / 0207 Received: 07/30/2003 Recorded: 07/24/2003 

SECURITY INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS). 
TANTIVY COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 
IPR HOLDINGS DELAWARE, INC. 
781 THIRD AVENUE 

KING OF PRUSSIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19406 
Correspondent: PEPPER HAMILTON LLP 

MINDY ELLIS SCHWARTZ 
3000 TWO LOGAN SQUARE 
18TH AND ARCH STREETS 
PHILA., PA 19103-2799 



Mailed: 01/30/2004 



Exec Dt: 07/22/2003 



Pages: 30 



Assignment: 7 
Reel/Frame: 
Conveyance: 
Assignor: 
Assignee: 



Correspondent: 



015000 / 0141 Received: 03/02/2004 Recorded: 02/26/2004 

ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS). 

TANTIVY COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

INTERDIGITAL ACQUISITION CORP. 

300 DELAWARE AVENUE, SUITE 527 

WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801 

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI LLP 

MARY ANNE SCHOFIELD 

801 PENNSYLVANIA AVE., N.W. 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20004-2623 



Mailed: 08/18/2004 



Exec Dt: 07/30/2003 



Pages: 12 



Assignment: 8 
Reel/Frame: 
Conveyance: 
Assignor: 
Assignee; 



014351 / 0777 Received: 02/19/2004 Recorded: 02/19/2004 

ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS), 
INTERDIGITAL ACQUISITION CORPORATION 
INTERDIGITAL PATENT CORPORATION 
300 DELAWARE AVENUE 
SUITE 527 

WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801 
Correspondent: VOLEP AND KOENIG, P.C. 

GERALD B. HALT, JR., ESQ. 
30 SOUTH 17TH STREET 
UNITED PLAZA, SUITE 1600 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 



Mailed: 02/23/2004 



Exec Dt: 02/18/2004 



Pages: 9 



Assignment: 9 
Reel/Frame: 
Conveyance: 
Assignor: 
Assignee: 



Correspondent: 



Assignment: 10 
Reel/Frame: 
Conveyance: 
Assignor: 
Assignee: 



Recorded: 02/26/2004 



015000 / 0577 Received: 03/02/2004 

MERGER (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS). 
INTERDIGITAL ACQUISITION CORP. 
INTERDIGITAL PATENT CORPORATION 
300 DELAWARE AVENUE, SUITE 527 
WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801 
FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI L.L.P. 
MARY ANNE SCHOFIELD 
801 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, DC 20004-2623 



014420 / 0435 Received: 03/10/2004 Recorded: 03/10/2004 

ASSIGNMENT OF ASSIGNORS INTEREST (SEE DOCUMENT FOR DETAILS). 

INTERDIGITAL PATENT CORPORATION 

IPR LICENSING, INC. 

300 DELAWARE AVE, SUITE 527 

WILMINGTON, DELAWARE 19801 



https://sportal.uspto.gov/secure/PA_l_0_lBP/PAIRPrintServlet 



Mailed: 08/19/2004 



Exec Dt: 02/18/2004 



Pages: 8 



Mailed: 03/17/2004 



Exec Dt: 03/09/2004 



Pages: 13 
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Correspondent: VOLPE AND KOENIG, P.C. 

GERALD B. HALT JR, ESQ. 
% 30 SOUTH 17TH STREET 
UNITED PLAZA, SUITE 1600 
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103 

Search Results as of: 07/10/2006 15:27:35 PM 

Disclaimer: 

Assignment information on the assignment database reflects assignment documents that have been actually recorded. 

If the assignment for a patent was not recorded, the name of the assignee on the patent application publication or patent may be different 

If you have any comments or questions concerning the data displayed, contact OPR /Assignments at 571-272-3350 
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